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they created. And besides that, they
didn’t stop there. They told the work-
ers that they would have to make
health insurance unaffordable by im-
posing crushing premiums on these
people, eliminating their holidays,
eliminating their vacation and sick
pay and other crippling costs. So the
workers, who are not making a lot of
money to begin with, there is no way
that they could suddenly accept this.
So they went on strike. And Stella
D’oro—again, Brynwood Partners—re-
sponded by hiring a bunch of scabs to
replace the strikers and, in essence,
dismiss the strikers. Well, the strikers
appealed to the National Labor Rela-
tions Board, the NLRB; and the NLRB
ruled in favor of the strikers. It told
Brynwood, who now runs Stella D’oro,
that they must take the striking work-
ers back with some back pay.

And now what is Brynwood Partners
threatening to do? They are saying
that they’re going to close down, shut
down the company entirely; and in es-
sence, these workers would totally lose
their jobs. How vindictive that is. They
win a ruling from the National Labor
Relations Board only to have
Brynwood Partners say they’re going
to shut down this company, which has
been run since 1932. It’s really disgrace-
ful when a company like Brynwood
Partners—which obviously doesn’t care
about making cookies, doesn’t care
about the neighborhood community-
type of business that it was—only uses
this company as the bottom line.

Just the other day we had a rally in
front of the Stella D’oro company in
the Bronx, in my district, to show the
workers that we stand by them and
support them. I want to let Brynwood
Partners know that I am not going to
be quiet about this or take this lying
down. There are other things that
Brynwood Partners own, and we really
ought to scrutinize and watch every-
thing they do because if they are al-
lowed to get away with this, they can
get away with anything, if nothing
more than the bottom line, as far as I
am concerned, corporate greed. Some-
thing ought to be done for these work-
ers. Again, the National Labor Rela-
tions Board ruled in favor of the work-
ers, and so the reaction of the company
is to just close it down. That is a dis-
grace. It should not be happening in
2009. This Congress needs to take note
of it and needs to stand behind these
workers.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

—————

GLOBAL TRADE AND JOB
CREATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
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uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. DREIER) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, this
evening I have taken out this Special
Order to talk about an issue that is of
grave importance to the American peo-
ple. There is no doubt about the fact
that the American people are hurting.
We are seeing tremendous losses across
this country. People are losing their
homes. In California, the State that I
am privileged to represent, we have an
unemployment rate statewide of 11.5
percent. People are losing their jobs;
people are losing their businesses; and
people are hurting. It’s something that
has been recognized by Democrats and
Republicans alike. We right now are
witnessing the implementation of poli-
cies that I believe, very sincerely, will
exacerbate the problem.

We were promised when we were pro-
vided with the so-called economic
stimulus bill—$787 billion, but if you
include interest a $1 trillion stimulus
bill—we were promised by the Presi-
dent of the United States that if we im-
plemented that measure, we would not
see the unemployment rate exceed 8
percent. And we all know today, unfor-
tunately, as I said, in California the
unemployment rate statewide is 11.5
percent. Nationwide it is 9.5 percent.
Economists across the board and the
President of the United States, even in
an interview yesterday, have indicated
that we are going to see a continued in-
crease in the unemployment rate. Now
that was, again, after we were prom-
ised that implementation of the so-
called economic stimulus bill which
would prevent unemployment from ex-
ceeding the 8 percent level.

Since that period of time, we have
seen this House pass a massive tax,
which is going to be inflicted on fami-
lies across this country as it relates to
energy. Now you will recall one of the
hallmarks of the President’s platform
and the statements made repeatedly by
our colleagues on the other side of the
aisle have been that we would not see
any kind of tax increase imposed on
Americans earning under $250,000 a
year; and yet we know, based on the
very modest report that came from the
Congressional Budget Office, that we
will see at least a $175 increase in the
energy tax imposed on Americans as it
relates to this so-called cap-and-trade
measure.

The debate that’s going on right now
relates to health care. We all want to
do everything that we can to ensure
that those 40-plus million Americans
who are uninsured have access to qual-
ity, affordable health care. But the
measure that is before us, I clearly be-
lieve, undermines the quality of care
and the assurance that people will have
access to quality health care. We also
know that the cost imposed on small
businesses and big businesses across
this country will be very great. And
those numbers, as have been shown in a
wide range of reports that have been
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brought before us, have led many to in-
dicate that there will be a tremendous
job loss because of this. Because the in-
creased costs, as it relates to health
care, inflicted on small businesses will
lead many of them to reduce the num-
ber of jobs.

So I am very concerned, obviously, as
are the people who I am privileged to
represent from the Los Angeles area
and the people across this country and,
frankly, I think many Democrats as
well as Republicans here in the House
of Representatives, they are very, very
concerned about this issue of dramati-
cally increasing the size, the scope and
the reach of the Federal Government.
It is very well intentioned, of course,
Mr. Speaker. It is very well intentioned
because we all want to make sure that
we focus on improving our environ-
ment and decrease our dependence on
fossil fuels. We all want to ensure that
every American does have access to
quality affordable health care, and we
want to make sure that we get the
economy back on track. But I believe
that the trillion-dollar economic stim-
ulus bill, the so-called economic stim-
ulus bill, the so-called cap-and-trade
bill that has been put forward and the
measure that would dramatically in-
crease the cost of health care and di-
minish the quality of care are trou-
bling signs. The reason I have taken
out this Special Order—and I know I
am going to be joined by colleagues of
mine, Mr. Speaker—is that we are in a
position where we still have a chance
to actually focus on job creation.

I'm going to talk this evening about
something that has been very near and
dear to me for many, many years. It
goes back to my education in college;
and that is, the notion of the United
States of America playing a leading
role in global economic growth so that
we can increase the number of good
American jobs. That means good jobs
right here in the United States of
America. I believe that trade is key to
that. Trade, global trade is going to
play a big role in creating jobs, jobs,
jobs. Because the natural question that
has continued to come forward from
this promise that we would not see the
unemployment rate exceed 8 percent is,
Where are the jobs? We have a chance.
Mr. Speaker, we still have an oppor-
tunity to turn the corner on that. With
a shrinking economy and mounting job
losses and anxiety for what the future
holds, we need the job-creating power
of open trade more now than we have
ever needed it. It’s one of the very sad
ironies of the trade debate. Tough eco-
nomic times often lead people to say
that we should pull up the drawbridge
and lead to a term that I know no one
likes to have hanging around their
necks, but that term is protectionism.
Protectionism is a bad thing. But
frankly, during tough economic times,
there are many people who happen to
respond by being proponents of protec-
tionist measures, in fact, avoiding the
notion of more open trade. There is a
fundamental and very dangerous mis-
conception held by many, including,
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